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Supplementary Fig. S3 Modified-Downs and Black score of abstracts from conference 
proceedings of RCTs and observational studies (33 studies): oncology1-11 and chronic 
inflammatory disease*10,12-32 studies. 

* Aliaga et al,10 reported data in patients with non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma, chronic lymphocytic leukemia, rheumatoid arthritis, scleroderma, and 
dermatomyositis, thus was included in both oncology and chronic inflammatory diseases.
RCT randomized control trial
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